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Dr, Azcarato - Principal Secretary 1 
I 

Se$;ond Pro-moss Reaprt off the Committee on Jerusa&q ! i .', 
nocment Con.Jer/ll) 

8' 
i:; I" : ; 

The CHAIRMAN pointed out that the Second Progress Report 1; 
of the Comnittec on Jerusalm had been submitted to the 
Commi.ssion prinarily for purposos of infornation, 

../ 
i 

I ' ! : 
Cormenting on tho first sentence of paragraph 2 of the ;I 'ii! 

Report, he did not consider it desirable or accurate to 
i,' !j' 

state that considerable doubt existed 'Ias to the possibility 
of internationalizing Jcrusalen in a tiannor fully compatible 

11;; 

I/: 
with the letter and spirit of paragraph 8 of the resolution 

I :' / /j 
j ;/ 

of the General Asssmbly of 3-l December 1948 and acceptable 
to the parties concerned," 

Mr. BARCO (United States representative on the Committee 
on Jekusalen) pointed out that that statement had been made 
before the Comittee had drawn up its Prelinfnary Draft for 
an International Regime for the Jerusalen area? which it 
considered to be fully coapatible with paragraph 8 of the 
General Assembly's resolution, . 

There being no objection, the Comission amroved the iii 

Second Progress Report of the Comittee on Jerusalem; 
iii 
j/j 

i 
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Draft X~T~SS commniuye (dqcunent Press/Q 
The CHAIRMAN inforrged the Comission that both.the 

Israeli and the Arab delegations had agreed to the desirabilit$ii 
i/i 



02 issuj.ng a ~IXXLS ~~uxmfquc stating that both parties 
undertook to collaborate towards the cstablishmmt of a just 
and pornanent peace in Palostinc. After due consideration of 

its term, the Arab and Israeli dalcgations had OxproSSCd 

their approval of tho following draft comuni quo : 

“Upon rcsmption of the Lausannc cxchanC;os of views, 
tho Conciliation Commission has considered it useful *to 

define i:lorc precisely tho objectives of those exchanges, 

“The Arab dclogations and the dolegation of Israel have 

given oxpross assurances regarding their intention to colla- 
borate With the Comission with a view to the dofinitivo 
scttlmont of tho Palostininn problol:l and to the ostablish- 
I-lent Of a just and pt‘riXllc3nt peace in Palcstinc,” 

The Chairnan also inforrlcd the Commission that the Press 
Officer would contact the Israeli and 1;rab delegations with 
a VicW to ensuring that his comentary on the comluniquo 
would be fully in keeping with their Views, ’ 

Mr, PORTER oxprsssod his satisfaction that the Connission 
had succooded in obtaining such a constructive statement.; 

The Conmission aarood, that thti cormuniquc as approvod 
should be givon to tho press. 

mttho Chnirnnn of tho Gcncral Comlittoo 0~1 roconQ 
motinrcs of the Comitto_o 

MI,-, do la TOUR DU PIN (Chairmn, Gonoral .Com&.ttoo) 
rocallod that the Com;ittco had boon instructed by the 
Com.~Lssion to subnit to the Arab and Israeli dologntions 
the proposal of the Technical COi:rAttce concorning tho 
cstablishmmt of ::iixcd Arab-Israeli working groups to 
evaluate dauago done to Eu;qb property in Israel. The Com.littoe 
had accordingly presented the proposal to the Israeli dolc- 
gation at a rccbnt mating ‘(&n, Gon; /SR,25). Tho Israeli 
roprcsontativcs, howover,. had considered the suggestion as 
preizmture, and had expressed a proforcnce that the mttor 

,, 
should be donlt with in connection with wider proposals on 
tho rofugoo quostion as a whole, Which would probably bo 
subnittod within a few ,days, In viow of this attitudeI the 
Cormittco had decided to pastpone presentation of the pro- 
posal to the Arab delegations until a later uonent; it would 
roquost tho Comissionls approval of that decision, 



The Comission had furthm instructed the General 
COl:lJittOO t0 Clldcavourr to s~i:curc a broadening’ of the prosont :’ 
Ismcli concept of th;, lffani3_ylf as applied to the reuniting 
Of lLX.lbCi?S Of Soparatcd fa;.lilios. In the sn;;lo meting with 
the ISl’aOki dclogation$ tho United States ~lop~bor of tho Cori- ‘ 

nittoo had, drawn tho nttontion of that delegation to the advantages i: 
of nc!lriJn[; thb basis of thtiir plan lil~~al rather ‘than encouraging j 
a libW?al truatmnt of oxcoptions to the rulzfi Tho Turkish 
lIOl:lbO~ Of the COrsbttoe had subnitted an alternative .defini- 
tion of the catcgorizs of rsfugccs eligible fop repatriation - 

under the prosent programe, The Israeli delegation had 
a.grood to transA.t the dcfinitionti its Govermont, but had 
cxprossod doubt as to whothtir it would receive favornblo i 

consideration, in view of the absence of any reply fron the $ 
Arab States to the official Israeli request for appointmnt 
of officials at border posts to facilitate the m-entry of j 
rcfugocs. 

At a subsequent mztihg with the Arab delegations 
(Con, Gon,/SR,27) 9 the Cm::5ttae had discussed the question 
of the appoint;?,ont of officials at frontier posts. The four 
Arab delegations had unaninously agreed to request thoir 
Govornmnts urgently to appoint such officials, subject to 
the reservations, first that such agrocncnt should. bo with- 
out prejudice to the final scttlonent +ogcrding repatriation 
of aJ-1 refugees, and scc:ondly, that they nnintained their 

previous objections to the restrictive Israeli cencept of tho 
f anily . 

FinalJ-yS the General ComA.tteo had asked the Arab delve- 
gations to state their position regarding the Israeli gl?OpOsal 
for the unblocking of accounts on a rcciprOCal basis* The 
Egyptian delegation had not as yet received inStrUctiOnS fron 
its Government in the :;attor, The other delegations had 

accoptod the principle of reciprocity, while naking a dig- 
tinction between a general reciprocal unblocking of the 

accounts 9 regardless of the allounts involved9 and unblocking 

on a basis of equality, pound for pound, The forncr procedure 

only was considered to bc fair and just. Since the greater 

part .of the blocked accounts were located in Egypt, the ins- 
tructions awaited fron the Egyptian Govornmnt would probably 

have considerable il:lportance. 



llho Gcmcral Co~~~?,ittoo CxpcctOd to clot the Israeli 

deSogati0n following tli~ prosont :;ootingy and would discuss 

th3 Arab r~plics on the subject of tho blocked accounts and 
of tlm arrangoimnts for rauniting of fauilios. 

Mr, YALCIN pointed wt that in connection with the 

mpatrintion of the rofugoos rcquircd by the rasolution, tho 
Israeli Govorngont intorprotcd the word “hono” ~3 sign5,fying 
any location within Isrnol. Ho ask& whether tho Arab 

dologations undorstood and accoptod that intorprctation, 
Mr, do la VXJR DU PIN rcpliod that tho Israeli Govorn- 

mnt hnd under t akcn, whon repatriating mmbcrs of faniliss, 
to ormblo thOj:l to rejoin thi: hoad of the? fmily whorovcr hQ 

night bo at prosmt locntod in Ismel, Tho offor had boon 

comunicatod by the Gtinoral Comittoo to the Arab dclogntions 
in a :&~ornndun in those tams (documnt Con, Gcn,‘/7) 9 which 

had pmvod acca;7ta’Aa to than. 
In reply to a qutistiOY1 fron Mr. Yalcin as.,to whoths?? 

such reunited fmilios would have: the right to ilovo fron one 
place to anothm in Israel, Mr, do la Tour du Pin, observed 

that tho qutistion had not boon discussod. Ho pointed,out 
that two considorati9ns wmc involved:: first, tha humnitarian 
question of reuniting :lcmbcrs of fmlilics, and soconc?Ly, tho 

gonor& conditions of life in Isr,?el, Mr, Hirsch had givm 
th3 assuri;~nco that Arab rofugoos returning to Isrnol would 
live undor oxnctly the smo laws ns tho Jewish inhabitants, 
without discrininntion, 


